Upper East Fork White Watershed Restoration Action Strategy

Figures

Part One, Figure 2-1: Watershed Area

s e
[ - w
e g i i
AW_”..._&; W I - o ”_s
...tesa ' ..M. _ i ,u.na.him e ,

—
i

#
L}

P
.uq_g‘s

H

e
ey
-.‘-k

it
o
e T e )

] ~
I 1]
S boad
P
b

i

71



Upper East Fork White Watershed Restoration Action Strategy

Part One, Figure 2-2: 14 Digit HUCs
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Upper East Fork White Watershed Restoration Action Strategy

Part One, Figure 2-3 Erosion Potential
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Map showing soil erosion potential of Indiana soil associations.

(from The Indiana Water Resource, IDNR 1980)
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Upper East Fork White Watershed Restoration Action Strategy

Part One, Figure 2-4: Land Cover
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Upper East Fork White Watershed Restoration Action Strategy

Part One, Figure 3-1: NPDES Facility Locations
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Upper East Fork White Watershed Restoration Action Strategy
Part Two, Figure 2-1: Unified Watershed Assesment

76



Upper East Fork White Watershed Restoration Action Strategy

Part Two, Figure 3-1: 303d Streams
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